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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1, 28, and 29 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
limitation "and/or" is indefinite because it is not clear what is claimed. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-7 and 9-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Andersson et al. (US Patent number 6,230,017) in view of Koo et al. (US Patent 
number 6,889,040). 

Regarding claim 1, Andersson discloses that a system (Fig. 1) for restricting 
features (restriction information) in a wireless network (Fig. 1 and column 2, lines 26 - 
67). Andersson teaches that at least one base station (the wireless network includes 
plurality base stations as see 50 in Fig. 1), each base station operative in communicating 
an incoming communication directed to, and an outgoing communication originated by, 
each wireless terminal (MS in Fig. 1) located within a given range (within cell range) of 
said each base station (50 in Fig. 1) (Fig. 1, column 4, lines 5 - 47, and column 2, lines 
26 - 67, where teaches a plurality of base stations, each base station is communicating 
with mobile stations, each mobile station, and having directing incoming communication 
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and originating outgoing communication by mobile station located within a boundary of 
the cell coverage region). Andersson teaches that a base station rules database (the base 
station rules in location register) comprising representations of rules for restriction on 
features (informing the rules for restriction information from the location register to 
mobile terminal) of said each wireless terminal (MS in Fig. 1) wirelessly connected (Fig. 
1) to said each base station (50 in Fig. 1) (Fig. 1 and column 4, lines 48 - column 5, lines 
60, where teaches the location register, rules database, for each base station informs the 
rules for restriction on features, information, of each mobile station wirelessly connected 
to each base station), wherein the restriction for at least one said each wireless terminal 
(MS in Fig. 1) is dependent on a specific corresponding said base station (50 in Fig. 1) 
(Fig. 1, 2, column 6, lines 63 - column 7, lines 60, where teaches each base station 
wirelessly communicates with mobile stations within predetermined coverage area, 
moreover, the geographical restriction is time dependent, a flag is set in restriction 
control field to indicate that operation of mobile station is restricted to cells listed in field 
during the times listed in field). Andersson teaches that the each base station rules 
database (location register) is accessed in response to an incoming communication 
directed (wireless downlink communication signal) to a wirelessly connected said each 
wireless terminal (MS in Fig. 1) located within a given range (given coverage region, 
within cell region/area in Fig. 1) of said specific corresponding base station (50 in Fig. 1) 
(column 9, lines 1 - column 10, lines 50 and Fig. 1, 3, where teaches the base station 
rules database is accessed in response to incoming communication directly connected 
with wireless for each mobile station located within a cell coverage area of particular 
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cell), or in response to an outgoing communication (wireless uplink communication) 
originated by said wirelessly connected each wireless terminal located within said given 
range of said specific corresponding base station (column 9, lines 1 - column 10, lines 50 
and Fig. 1, 3, where teaches the base station rules database is accessed in response to 
outgoing communication directly connected with wireless for each mobile station located 
within a cell coverage area of particular cell). 

Andersson does not exactly disclose the limitation "restricting for mobile unit 
features". However, Koo discloses the limitation "restricting for mobile unit features" 
(column 2, lines 6-60 and Fig. 1, 2, where teaches base station transmitted restriction 
for mobile features to mobile station). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Andersson system as 
taught by Koo, provide the motivation to enhance identifying restriction for mobile 
service within geographic coverage area for achieving convenient user service in mobile 
communication system. 

Regarding claim 2, Andersson discloses that the restriction on features depends at 
least on the time of day (Fig. 1, 2 and column 7, lines 8 - column 8, lines 17, where 
teaches the geographical restriction is time dependent). 

Regarding claim 3, Andersson discloses that the restriction on features depends at 
least on the priority of said each wireless terminal (Fig. 1, 4 and column 10, lines 55 - 
column 11, lines 21, where teaches the restriction depends on the priority of said each 
wireless terminal). 
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Regarding claim 4, Andersson discloses that the restriction on features depends at 
least on whether a communication is incoming or outgoing (Fig. 1, 2 and column 7, lines 
52 - column 8, lines 56, where teaches the restriction control depends on call origination 
and call reception). 

Regarding claim 5, Andersson discloses that the restriction on features depends at 
least on whether a communication is designated as an emergency (Fig. 1, 2 and column 9, 
lines 25 - 67, where teaches depends on emergency call). 

Regarding claim 6, Andersson discloses that at least one wirelessly connected 
wireless terminal is a wireless telephone (Fig. 1, 2 and column 7, lines 52 - column 8, 
lines 56, where teaches the mobile terminal is wireless telephone call). 

Regarding claim 7, Andersson discloses that a restriction on features is that a 
corresponding terminal may not ring (Fig. 1, 2 and column 10, lines 12-50, where 
teaches the mobile station applies the service (display only) by notification for 
restriction). 

Regarding claim 9, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claim 1 . Furthermore, Andersson further discloses that determining which one of a 
plurality of terminals (MS in Fig. 1) is associated with an incoming communication, and 
whether the one of a plurality of terminals (MS in Fig. 1) is connected to a base station 
(50 in Fig. 1) that is selectively operative in communicating incoming communications 
directed to the one of a plurality of terminals (Fig. 1, 4, column 2, lines 25 - 67, and 
column 1 1, lines 22 - 67, where teaches a base station communicates with mobile station 
and having directing incoming communication by wirelessly, and as the base station 
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receives a incoming call, the base station identifies and determines the mobile station for 
restriction control or not by incorporating database). Andersson teaches that accessing, in 
response to the incoming communication and in the service of the one of a plurality of 
terminals being connected to said base station (Fig. 1, 4 and column 10, lines 13 - 
column 11, lines 67, where teaches if the base station checks the mobile station from the 
database as incoming call processing, the mobile station connects to base station that a 
service being provided), at least one database (home register) to look up rules governing 
restriction on the base station connected to the one of a plurality of terminals (Fig. 1, 4 
and column 10, lines 13 - column 11, lines 67, where teaches the database to checks the 
rules restriction on the base station for connecting to the mobile station), the restriction 
on the base station being independent of the specific identity of the one of a plurality of 
terminals (Fig. 1, 4 and column 10, lines 13 - column 11, lines 67, where teaches the 
geographical restriction on the base station is not affected of the operation of the mobile 
station). Andersson teaches that activating the one of a plurality of terminals if allowed, 
wherein the allowance depends at least on the restriction on the base station (column 10, 
lines 13 - column 11, lines 67, where teaches determining to allow the terminal for 
restriction, activates the restriction on the base station). 

Regarding claim 10, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 11, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Andersson further discloses that the allowance does not 
depend on the location of the at least one terminal (Fig. 1, 4 and column 10, lines 13 - 
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column 11, lines 67, where teaches the geographical restriction on the base station is not 
affected of the operation of the mobile station). 

Regarding claim 12, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 5. 

Regarding claim 13, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 2. 

Regarding claim 14, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Andersson further discloses that the allowance on 
features depends at least on the format of communication (Fig. 2 and column 7, lines 20 - 
50, where teaches a record generally formatted in accordance with agreement). 

Regarding claim 15, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 6. 

Regarding claim 16, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 7. 

Regarding claim 17 Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 18, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 19, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Andersson further discloses that the allowance on 
features depends at least on whether the terminal is inside a predetermined room 
(predetermined area, such that hospital or airport) (Fig. 1 and column 9, lines 25 - 67). 
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Regarding claim 20, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 12. 

Regarding claim 21, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 13. 

Regarding claim 22, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 14. 

Regarding claim 23, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 15. 

Regarding claim 24, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 25, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 9 and 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 26, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 27, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 28, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 29, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 30, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 



Application/Control Number: 09/967,242 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2684 

Regarding claim 31, Andersson and Koo disclose all the limitation, as discussed 
in claims 1 and 9. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ranta (US 6,832,093) discloses Method and System for Restricting the Operation 
of a Radio Device Within a Certain Area. 

Pitcher et al. (US 6,947,405) discloses Cellular System with Cybercells. 

"Information regarding... Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system... at 866-217-9197 (toll-free)." 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC. 20231 
Or P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313 

or faxed (571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: (703) 308-6606 (for informal or draft communications, please label 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to USPTO Headquarters, 

Alexandria, VA. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John J. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7880. 
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He can normally be reached Monday-Thursday and alternate Fridays from 8:30am-5:00 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Edward Urban, can be reached on (571) 272-7899. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 



XL 

June 19, 2006 



John J Lee 




EDWARD F. URBAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



